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Abstract

We derive a formula for the energy of asymptotically locally hyperbolic (ALH) manifolds
obtained by a gluing at infinity of two ALH manifolds. As an application we show that
there exist three dimensional conformally compact ALH manifolds without boundary, with
connected conformal infinity of higher genus, with constant negative scalar curvature and
with negative mass.
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1 Introduction

In [33] Isenberg, Lee and Stavrov, inspired by [35], have shown how to glue together two asymp-
totically locally hyperbolic (ALH) general relativistic initial data sets by performing a boundary
connected sum, which they referred to as a “Maskit gluing”. The resulting initial data set has a
conformal boundary at infinity which is a connected sum of the original ones. A variation of this
construction has been presented in [13]. It is of interest to analyse the properties of the initial
data sets so obtained. The aim of this work is to address this question in the time symmetric
case, with vanishing extinsic curvature tensor Kj;.

We start by a short presentation of the boundary-gluing construction of [13] in Section 2.
The construction involves a certain amount of freedom which we make precise, showing that the
gluing results in whole families of new ALH metrics. As a particular case, in Section 3 we apply
the construction to Birmingham-Kottler metrics. This provides new families of ALH metrics with
minimal surface boundaries with more than one component, and with locally explicit metric when
the mass parameter is zero. One thus obtains time-symmetric vacuum initial data for spacetimes
containing several apparent horizons; such initial data sets evolve to spacetimes with multiple
black holes.

Next, an important global invariant of asymptotically hyperbolic general relativistic initial
data sets is the total energy-momentum vector m = (m,,) [18, 19, 12] (compare [2, 20, 27]) when
the conformal metric at infinity is that of the round sphere (we talk of AH metrics then), and
the total mass m for the remaining topologies at infinity; this is reviewed in Section 4. It turns
out that the formulae for the mass after the gluings of both [33] and [13] are relatively simple.
This is analysed in Section 4.4, where we derive formulae (4.37)-(4.40). This is the first main
result of this paper.

A quick glance at (4.38) suggests very strongly that the boundary-gluing of two Horowitz-
Myers metrics, which both have negative mass aspect functions, will lead to a manifold with
higher-genus boundary at infinity and with negative mass. This turns out, however, to be subtle
because of correction terms that are inherent to the constructions. In fact, negativity of the
total mass is far from clear for the Isenberg-Lee-Stavrov gluings, because these authors use
the conformal method, which changes the mass integrand in a way which appears difficult to
control in the neck region. Things are clearer when the localised boundary-gluing of [13] is used,
and in Section 5 we show that negativity indeed holds. We thus construct three dimensional
conformally compactifiable ALH manifolds with constant scalar curvature, without boundaries at
finite distance, with connected boundary at infinity of higher genus topology and with negative
mass. This is the second main result of this paper. As already hinted to, such manifolds
correspond to time-symmetric Cauchy surfaces in vacuum spacetimes with negative cosmological
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Table 1.1: Mass inequalities for asymptotically Birmingham-Kottler metrics. A double question
mark indicates that no results are available; a single one indicates existence of partial results.
The shorthand “bdry” refers to a black-hole boundary. “Good spin” denotes a topology where
the manifold is spin and the spin structure admits asymptotic Killing spinors. The case “other
conformal infinity” includes higher genus topologies when the boundary is two-dimensional, but
also e.g. quotients of spheres in higher dimensions. Reference [0] is this work. Finally, p is the
mass aspect function. The critical value of the mass m.it, assuming it exists, is expected to be
determined by the conformal structure of the boundary at infinity.

constant. Here one should keep in mind that the Horowitz-Myers metrics have toroidal topology
at infinity, and that the higher-genus Birmingham-Kottler metrics with negative mass are either
nakedly singular, or have a totally geodesic boundary, or acquire a conformal boundary at infinity
with two components, and contain an apparent horizon, after a doubling across the boundary.

Tt is likely that a Maskit gluing of a Horowitz-Myers soliton with a spherical Kottler (“Schwarz-
schild-anti de Sitter”) black hole with small mass will provide an example of a conformally com-
pact vacuum black hole with toroidal infinity and negative mass. This can almost certainly
be established by our methods but does not directly follow from the arguments below, where
symmetry between the gluing-components is used. We plan to return to this question in a near
future.

To put our work in perspective, the currently known or conjectured lower bounds for the mass
of asymptotically Birmingham-Kottler manifolds are summarised in Table 1.1. In particular
we note the four-dimensional negative-mass ALH metrics of [21, 38] (compare [9, 24]), where
conformal infinity is a quotient of a sphere. We further note that while there exists a notion of
mass for general locally asymptotically hyperbolic metrics with constant scalar curvature which
admit asymptotic static potentials [27], nothing is known about the sign of the mass for those
which are not asymptotically Birmingham-Kottler. See also [29] for a discussion of the issues
occurring in this context.



2 Localised boundary-gluing of ALH metrics

Before entering the subject, some comments on our terminology are in order. We say that
a metric ¢ on a manifold without boundary M has a conformal completion (M,g) if M is a
manifold with boundary such that M = M U 9M, and if there exists a function Q > 0 on M
which vanishes precisely on M, with df) without zeros on M, and with ¢ = Q72g on M. This
definition generalises to manifolds M with boundary, in which case M will be the union of the
original boundaries of M, where € is strictly positive, and the new ones where €2 vanishes; the
new ones are referred to as boundaries at conformal infinity. We say that (M, g) is conformally
compactifiable when M is compact. We say that (M, g) is asymptotically locally hyperbolic (ALH)
if the scalar curvature of g approaches a constant when the boundary at infinity is approached.
We say that an ALH manifold is asymptotically hyperbolic (AH) if the conformal class of g on the
conformal boundary at infinity is that of a round sphere. Asymptotically Birmingham-Kottler
metrics are defined as metrics which asymptote to the Birmingham-Kottler metrics of Section 3
below. The Birmingham-Kottler metrics themselves are ALH, which can be seen by setting 2 = r
in (3.1), and noting that they have constant scalar curvature since they solve the time-symmetric
general relativistic scalar constraint equation with (negative) cosmological constant.

The differentiability requirements of g at the conformal boundary at infinity often need to be
added in the definitions above, and depend upon the problem at hand. Here we will be interested
in a class of manifolds with well defined mass, as will be made precise in Section 4.1.

The reader is warned that there is no consistency in the literature concerning this terminology.
While our definition of ALH coincides with that of several authors, some other authors use AH
for what we call ALH here. However, we find it natural to reserve the name AH for the special
case where the metric is asymptotic to that of hyperbolic space.

Our analysis here is motivated by the localised boundary-gluings of ALH manifolds, or initial
data sets, as in [13, Section 3.5]. In this section we present a somewhat more precise version of
these gluings.

We start with points p1, p2, lying on the conformal boundary of two ALH vacuum initial data
sets (M, g1, K1) and (Ma, g2, K5) . (An identical construction applies when p; and py belong to
the same manifold; then the construction provides instead a handle connecting a neighborhood of
p1 with a neighborhood of py. Instead of vacuum initial data one can also take e.g. data satisfying
the dominant energy condition; the construction will preserve this. Further, if K1 = 0 = Ko,
then one can have K = 0 throughout the construction.) We assume that both (M, g1, K1)
and (Ma, g2, K2) have extrinsic curvature tensors asymptoting to zero, and have well-defined
total energy-momentum, cf. Section 4. As shown in [13] for deformations of data sets preserving
the vacuum condition or for scalar curvature deformations preserving an inequality, or in [14,
Appendix A] for deformations of data sets preserving the dominant energy condition, for all
¢ > 0 sufficiently small we can construct new initial data sets (M;, g, , K; <), ¢ = 1,2, such that
the metrics coincide with the hyperbolic metric in coordinate half-balls % . of radius ¢ around
p1 and % . around py, and the K, .’s are zero there. Here the coordinate half-balls refer to
coordinates on the upper half-space model of hyperbolic space H", in which we have

H* = R? = {2 = (w,2) € R"x]0,00[}, (2.1)

with the metric
|dw]? + d2?

b 2

(2.2)

z

In order to avoid a proliferation of indices we now choose ¢ so that the deformation described
above has been carried out, with corresponding ALH metrics (M;, ¢; ¢, Kic), @ = 1,2, and coor-
dinate half-balls %; ., which we write from now on as (M;, g;, K;), and %;. It should be kept in



Figure 2.1: The “thin component” %, and its boundary b in the half-space model, where hyper-
bolic space is represented as a half-space {z > 0}, and the conformal boundary at infinity is the
hyperplane {z = 0},. After an “exotic gluing” has been performed, the metric becomes exactly
hyperbolic inside %.

mind that different values of ¢ lead to different initial data sets near the gluing region, but the
data sets remain the original ones, hence identical, away from the gluing region, which can be
chosen as small as desired.

The above shows in which sense the exterior curvature tensor K is irrelevant for the problem
at hand. Therefore, from now on, we will only consider initial data sets with K = 0 in the gluing
region.

The gluing construction uses hyperbolic hyperplanes b in the hyperbolic-space region of
(M;,g;). These are defined, in the half-space model, as half-spheres with centres on the hy-
perplane {z = 0} in the coordinates of (2.2) which, for our purposes, are entirely contained in
the half-balls %;. The conditionally compact, in R™, component of H™ separated by h will be
referred to as the thin component, denoted by %, and the remaining one will be called the fat
component; see Figure 2.1.

In what follows we will also invoke the Poincaré ball model, which represents the n-dimensional
hyperbolic space H" as the open unit ball B™ endowed with the metric

4
b= i |a§’|2)257 (2.3)
where J is the Euclidean metric.

A basic fact is that for every hyperbolic hyperplane h as above there exist two isometries
of the hyperbolic space, which we denote by Ay 4+, such that Ay maps bh to the equatorial
hyperplane of the Poincaré ball, with the fat region being mapped to the upper hemisphere,
while Ay _ again maps the hyperbolic hyperplane to the equatorial hyperplane but it maps the
fat region into the lower hemisphere. Using physics terminology, an example of Ay  is provided
by a boost along the axis passing through the origin of the Poincare ball and the barycenter
of the hyperbolic hyperplane. Given Ay 4, a map Ay _ can be obtained by applying to Ay + a
rotation by 7 around any axis lying on the equatorial plane.

It should be clear that there are many such pairs Ay +: consider, e.g., the isometries Ry Ap +,
where the Ry’s are some rotations along the axis joining the north pole and the south pole.

Let & denote the collection of pairs of isometries (A1, As) of hyperbolic space with the
following property: There exist hyperbolic hyperplanes b; C ?D/i, i = 1,2, such that A; is a
Ap, ;. + and Ag is a Ay, . Here %; denotes the interior of %;.

For each such pair of hyperbolic hyperplanes b; the manifolds M; \ %, are manifolds with a
non-compact boundary component 0%, = b, extending to the conformal boundary at infinity



of M;, with the hyperbolic metric near the boundary b;.

Given (A1, Ag) € & we construct a boundary-glued manifold My, a, by gluing the boundaries
h; as follows: We map the thin complement %, , of b ; to the lower half of the Poincaré ball
using A;. We map the thin complement %, of ha to the upper half of the Poincaré ball using
Ay. We then identify the two manifolds with boundary M; \ %, along the equatorial plane of
the Poincaré ball using the identity map.

The metrics on M; \ %, coincide with the original ones (one can think of the maps Ay, as
changes of coordinates), hence are ALH there by hypothesis. Both metrics are exactly hyperbolic
at both sides of the gluing boundary, namely the equatorial plane of the Poincaré ball, and
extend smoothly there. Hence for every pair (A, As) € & the manifold My, o, is a smooth
ALH manifold.

3 Boundary-gluing of Birmingham-Kottler solutions

An obvious candidate to which our construction can be applied is the space-part of the Birmingham-
Kottler (BK) metrics,

2me
rn—2 ?

g=ftdr®* +r’h, f=r’+k—

(3.1)

where m, is a constant which will be referred to as the coordinate mass parameter, and where hy
is an Einstein metric on an (n — 1) dimensional manifold N"~! with scalar curvature equal to

R(hy) =k(n—1)(n—2), ke{0,+1}.

The associated spacetime metric
—fdt* + ¢

is a solution of the (Lorentzian) vacuum Einstein equations with a negative cosmological constant.

The collection of (N"~! hy)’s is quite rich: one should, e.g., keep in mind the existence of
many Einstein metrics on higher dimensional spheres, including exotic ones [7].

We will assume that m. is in a range so that f has positive zeros, with the largest one, denoted
by rg, of first order. The metric is then smooth on the product manifold [rg,00) x N*~! with
a totally geodesic boundary at r = rg.

The construction of Section 2 applied to two such manifolds,

(Ml - [7”1',00) X Nin_lvgi)a

leads to manifolds with a conformal boundary at infinity with connected-sum topology N. {Lil#Ng -1
and a totally geodesic boundary which has two connected components, one diffeomorphic to N7’ -1
and the second to Ny~ '.

One can double each of the original manifolds across their totally geodesic boundaries, in
which case the doubled manifolds have no boundaries but each has a conformal infinity with two
components. Performing our construction on a chosen pair of boundaries at infinity one obtains
an ALH manifold with three boundary components, one with topology IV {“1, one with topology
N7~ and a third one with topology N~ '# Nz~ !.

One can iterate the construction, obtaining ALH manifolds with an arbitrary number of
components of the boundary at infinity, and an arbitrary number of totally geodesic compact
boundary components. The maximal globally hyperbolic development of the resulting time-
symmetric general relativistic vacuum Cauchy data will have a Killing vector field defined in a
neighborhood of each such boundary (but not globally in general), which becomes the bifurcation



surface of a bifurcate Killing horizon for this vector field. The case m. = 0 is of special interest
here, as then the metric is exactly hyperbolic everywhere, so that the construction of [12], which
glues-in an exactly hyperbolic half-ball, is trivial. All the boundary gluing constructions described
here apply without further due to this case. It is likely that some of the metrics constructed
above evolve to the spacetimes considered in [1, 31], it might be of some interest to explore this.

4 Hyperbolic mass

4.1 The definition

We recall the definition of hyperbolic mass from [18]. We consider a family of Riemannian
metrics g which approach a “background metric” b with constant scalar curvature —n(n — 1)
as the conformal boundary at infinity is approached. We assume that b is equipped with a
non-empty set of solutions of the static Killing Initial Data (KID) equations:

AV —nV =0, (4.1)

where le denotes the Ricci tensor of the metric b, D the Levi-Civita connection of b, the
operator A 1= b¥ D, D, is the Laplacian of b, and we use D for the Levi-Civita connection of
g. Nontrivial triples (M,b, V'), where V solves (4.1)-(4.2), are called static Killing Initial Data.
Strictly speaking, for the purpose of defining the mass only the geometry of a neighborhood of
the conformal boundary at infinity of M is relevant. A couple (b, V) will also be called a static
KID when M or its conformal boundary are implicitly understood. The functions V will be
interchangeably referred to as static potentials or static KIDs. The (finite dimensional) vector
space of static potentials of (M, b) will be denoted by J#,. All static potentials for the BK and
Horowitz-Myers metrics are derived in Appendix B.

Under conditions on the convergence of g to b spelled-out in (4.6)-(4.10) below, well defined
global geometric invariants can be extracted from the integrals [18]

H(V,b) := lim U (V)dS; (4.3)

R—o J,.—p

where V' € %, with
UY(V) = 2¢/detg (Vg”’“gj”f?jgkz + DV gk (g;), — bjk)) ) (4.4)

and where dS; are the hypersurface forms 9; |dz! A -+ A da™.
From now on, until explicitly indicated otherwise the background metric b will be a BK metric
with me = 0. In the coordinates of (3.1) we set

Moyt := [R,00) x N1, (4.5)

for some large R € RT, and we consider the following orthonormal frame {f;}i—1 n on Meyy:

fi=rTte, i=1,....n—1, fo=Vr2+ko,, (4.6)
where the ¢;’s form an orthonormal frame for the metric hy. We set

g = a(fi f1). by :—b(fi’fj)—{ ol (4.7)

otherwise.



Assuming that

/M (S lais = bial+ X i) ) diag < 0, (4.80)

i, N
/ |Rg — Ry| 7 dpg < 00, (4.8Db)
Mext
3C >0 such that C'b(X,X) < g(X,X) < Cb(X,X), (4.9)

where dpug denotes the measure associated with the metric g, one finds that the limit in (4.3)
exists and is finite. If moreover one requires that

n/ i
Z ‘gm sz| + Z |fk ng )| = { (( -1 22)77 f n>2, (410)

. if n = 2, for some € > 0,
0.7,

then the “mass integrals” (4.3) are well defined, in the following sense: Consider any two back-
ground metrics b;, i = 1,2, of the form (3.1), with the same boundary manifold (N"~', hy,) with
me = 0, in particular with the same value of k. Assume that g approaches both b; and by at the
rates presented above. Then there exists an isometry ® of b; such that

H(V,by) =H(V o®,by). (4.11)

Consider a background b of the form (3.1). The function
Viy(r) =vri+k (4.12)
satisfies the static KID equations (4.1). Assuming (4.8)-(4.10), a somewhat lengthy calculation

shows that the mass integral
H(Vig)) = H(Vr? + k. b)

equals [20]

H(Vipy) = lim R"'(R? +k)x
R—o00
n—1
667;1- keii (7’L — 1)67”, 1
— " . 4.1
/{T_R}< Z;{am(mm% : )d fn (419
Here

eij = gij — bij
denotes the frame components in a b-ON frame, with the n’th component corresponding to the
direction orthogonal to the level sets of 7.
In spacetime dimension 3+ 1, which will be of main interest below, under the decay conditions
spelled above this simplifies to

2 3 (1
H(Vig)) = lim R' /{ » (— o >d2 (4.14)

A class of ALH metrics of interest are those for which

eij =1 "pij +o(r™"), (4.15)



where the p;;’s depend only upon the coordinates x4 on M. One can further specialise the

coordinates in which p,, = 0, but this choice might be unnecessarily restrictive for some cal-

culations. Metrics with this asymptotics are dense in the space of all AH metrics in suitable

circumstances [22, Theorem 5.3]. The tensor y;; will be referred to as the mass aspect tensor.
For metrics in which (4.15) holds, Equation (4.13) reads

n—1
HWV) = /aM ((n — Dptnn + 1Y uii)d”*luhk : (4.16)
i=1

An elegant formula for mass can be derived by integration by parts in (4.3)-(4.4), leading
to the following: To every KID (b,V) and conformal-boundary component M one associates a
mass
m=m(V)=m(V,0M) = H(V,b)
by the formula [30] (compare [5, Equation (IV.40)])

m(V,0M) = - lim D'V(R'; — 55;1) do; , (4.17)
=0 Jroyxom n

where R;; is the Ricci tensor of the metric g, R its trace, and we have ignored an overall
dimension-dependent positive multiplicative factor which is typically included in the physics
literature. Here OM is a component of conformal infinity, x is a coordinate near M so that OM
is given by the equation {z = 0}, and do; := \/det gdS;.

As a special case, consider a triple (M, g, V) satisfying (4.1)-(4.2); thus both (M, g, V) and
(M,b,V) are static KIDs. Assume that g asymptotes to b as above, and that 1% asymptotes to
V. Using the methods of [19] one checks that V can be replaced by V in the integrand of (4.17).

One has

O 1. N
L iv o Yrsi
= EDJv(DiDjV - V)
1 ) N N
= —D'(|dV]*) - D'V. 4.18
=D (V) (419
Letting r = 1/, (4.17) becomes
y : i Loiio2
m(V) = RILH; . (D'V — 2‘A/D (|av]?)) do; . (4.19)
As an application, and for further use, we consider (4.19) for a Horowitz-Myers metric,
dr? 2
g=—r2d* + T (- %)dqﬁ + r2hgyd9°de’ (4.20)
re = Tn7c2 "

where h,,d0%d6°, a,b € {1,...n — 2} is a flat (n — 2)-dimensional metric, m. > 0 is a constant
and ¢ has a suitable period to guarantee smoothness at 7" = 2m,. The background is taken to
be g with m¢ = 0, thus V = r, |[dV|? = (r? — 225), which gives an integrand in (4.19) equal to

1

) . 2me
(D7V = 5 D7 (V) r Vet = ~2(n — 2)me (1~ Tey, (4.21)
r
and thus total mass
m=—2(n—2)me, (4.22)

where we have assumed that the area of the conformal boundary at infinity in the metric di? +
hapdz®dx® has been normalised to 1.



4.2 The spherical case

The question then arises, what happens with the mass under the boundary gluings of Section 2.
The case when both manifolds have conformal boundary with spherical topology and with a
metric conformal to the standard round metric is simplest, because then the maps (A1, As) € &
act globally on collar neighbourhoods of N{“l and ]\/'2"71 in M7 and M,. The initial energy-
momenta mj of N{“l and my of N;il are transformed to A;m; of Asms. Since the mass
integrands are zero in the neck region, where the metric is exactly hyperbolic, one finds that the
energy-momentum m of the boundary-glued manifold is additive:

m = A1m1 + AQHIQ . (423)

This is true for all dimensions n > 3.
A more detailed presentation of the spherical case can be found in [14], and note that most
of the work there arose from the necessity to control the direction of the momenta m,,.

4.3 Conformal rescaling of Ay

The remaining cases, as well as the Isenberg-Lee-Stavrov gluings, require more effort. Some
preliminary remarks are in order.

After the gluing has been done, the initial “boundary metric” hy of (3.1) will have to be
conformally rescaled in general. Thus, there will be a function ¢ > 0, defined on a subset of the
boundary at infinity, such that

hy = *hg, (4.24)

for some constant k € {0, +1}.

The following can be justified by considerations revolving around the Yamabe problem and
the Obata equation.

First, if (N"~1, h) is a round sphere, there exist globally defined non-trivial such conformal
factors with k = k = 1, and they all arise from conformal isometries of the sphere.

Next, when (N"~1 h) is a closed manifold with k¥ = 0 and (4.24) holds globally, then k
must also be zero and 1 must be constant. Of course any constant will do, and there does not
seem to be a geometrically preferred value for this constant. When calculating the mass of the
Horowitz-Myers instanton we will normalise the volume of (N"~1, h;) to one, which removes the
ambiguity.

In all other cases 1) = 1 and k = k is the only possibility for globally defined functions 1) on
closed manifolds.

However, we will also need (4.24) on subsets of N"~1. Then non-trivial functions 1 are
possible with k # k in dimension n = 3. By way of example, let

N? = T?24#T?, (4.25)

with the gluing occurring across a closed geodesic, cf. Figure 4.1. If we cut the connecting neck
along the closed geodesic, each of the factors in (4.25) can be viewed as a torus T2\ D? with an
open disc removed, and there we can write (k =0, k = —1)

h_l = e“’ho 5 (426)
where w is a solution of the two-dimensional Yamabe equation,

Apw = 2e*, (4.27)

10



Figure 4.1: Gluing two solid tori along a disc, the boundary of which becomes a closed geodesic
on the boundary of the glued manifold.

with vanishing Neumann data at 0D?.

Now, our definition of mass requires that the glued manifold admits non-trivial static po-
tentials. This is guaranteed when both the initial manifolds (Ni"_l7 hi;), i = 1,2, and the new
metric on Nlnfl#N;*1 are Einstein manifolds. The gluing construction itself does not care
about this, but the existence of a static potential on a collar neighborhood of the glued manifold
is not clear, except when the boundary is two dimensional, or when at least one boundary metric
is a round sphere in all dimensions. The existence of further higher dimensional such examples
is unlikely, see [3].

Here one should keep in mind that there exist large families of smoothly compactifiable sta-
tionary vacuum solutions (M, g) of (Riemannian) Einstein equations such that (N1 hy) is not
Einstein [3, 4, 11, 15, 16]. Each such metric comes equipped with a definition of mass [27] for
metrics with the same conformal infinity. Whether or not our weighted addition formula (4.37)
below applies in these more general circumstances is not clear; we plan to address this in the
future.

Returning to our main line of thought, suppose thus that (4.24) holds on a subset of N"~1.
We extend v to a neighbourhood of the conformal boundary by requiring 0,4) = 0. Let us denote
by (7,7%) coordinates such that the new background metric hj, takes the form

_ r?
We can write
L U Ny Y B Y S S (4.29)
RCEY” TRtk PR 4k F ’ '
with
Sh(dy,) = 0.

Let us denote by 2 the local coordinates at M. As shown in Appendix C.1 below (cf. (C.21)
and (C.24)) we find for large r

DA
A=Ay fwf 00, (4.30)
o (=22 D 4log ) + (n — 2) 24 log P a log V) .
F=1r (1 + 20— D)2 +00r) |, (4.31)

where 2 is the Levi-Civita connection of hy. The pattern is, that the expansion jumps by two
powers of r up to the threshold associated with the mass aspect tensor.

It follows from (4.30)-(4.31) (see (C.14), Appendix C) that an asymptotic expansion of the
initial metric of the form

9(fi, ) —bij =O(r™") (4.32)
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(which is observed in BK metrics) will not be preserved by the above transformations, except
possibly 1) in dimension n = 3 or 2) when k¥ = k and the conformal factor arises from a
conformal isometry of hy. This is addressed in Appendix C. In particular it is shown there,
in space-dimension three and in the gauge p,; = 0, that the mass aspect tensor p;; of (4.15)
transforms as

HAB V> [LAB = YIAR - (4.33)

More generally, one can define the mass-aspect tensor as the coefficient of 7~ in the asymp-
totic expansion of the frame components of the metric. Then (4.33) remains valid in odd space
dimensions because of the structure (4.30)-(4.31) of the expansion of the coordinate transfor-
mation, with powers jumping by two. But (4.33) does not hold in even space dimensions: in
Appendix C.3 one can find the transformation formula in dimension n = 4.

4.4 Gluing in three space dimensions

We consider the mass of the manifold obtained by boundary-gluing of two three-dimensional
manifolds (M, g,), a = 1,2. This includes the Horowitz-Myers metrics which are conformally
compactifiable, have no boundary, and have negative mass, as well as Kottler metrics which are
conformally compactifiable and have totally geodesic boundaries.

Let us denote by V, the static potential of the asymptotic backgrounds on M,, a = 1,2. For
the spherical components of the boundary at infinity, if any, one only needs to consider the static
potential v/1 + 72, as follows from (4.36) below.

We start with the boundary-gluing of Section 2. Letting x = 1/R in (4.17), and using the
fact that the metric is exactly hyperbolic in %, we have

. . R .
mg = m(Va,6Ma) = — hm D]Va(le — *5;) dO’Z‘
x—0 {Z}XaMa n

. ) R .
= —lim D’V,(R'; — —5}) do; . (4.34)
=0 J 10} x (Mo \0%,) n

Let us write r for the radial coordinate as in (3.1) on Mj, so that the static potential entering
into the definition of the mass of (M, g1) reads

V1 =V r2 + k. (435)

Let us write (M, g) for the boundary-glued manifold, V for the associated static potential, and
7 for the radial coordinate on M. Viewing M; \ %, as a subset of M, using (4.31) with 1 there
denoted by v here, we can write on M; \ %

V=V 4+k=r+00") =vir+007") = Vi +O(r™"). (4.36)

Here 91 has been extended to the interior of M; by requiring 9,4, = 0.
An identical formula holds on My \ %, with a conformal factor which we denote by 5.
Assuming in addition to (4.6)-(4.10) that the b-norm of R?; — %6;- decays as o(r?~") for large
r, the above leads to

m = m(V,@M):—hm DJV(RZJ—E(S;)CZO'I
=0 Jepyxomr n
2 R
= - lim/ DY (1, Vo) (RY; — =6%) doy; . 4.37
222 J oy ons, ( (R - 5) (4.37)
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Comparing with (4.34), we see that the mass of the glued manifold is the sum of mass-type
integrals, where the original integrands over 0M, are adjusted by the conformal factor relating
the metric on the glued boundary to the original one.

The above applies also to the case where the mass aspect tensor is well-defined, giving a
simpler formula

S Z G (= Vptn + 1 Z i ) A" o (4.38)

OM,

It should, however, be pointed-out that the gluing-in of an exactly hyperbolic region as in [13]
is mot known to lead to a metric with well defined mass-aspect tensor in the region where the
deformation of the metric is carried-out, so that in our analysis below we have to use (4.37).

The difference in the mass formulae between the boundary-gluing of Section 2 and that of [33]
is essentially notational, concerning the integration domains in (4.37) and (4.38). Indeed, after
the gluing construction presented in Section 4.2 of [33] has been done, the boundary manifold
there is obtained by removing discs D(e,) of coordinate radii ¢, from 9M,, and connecting
the boundaries of the discs with a neck S' x [0,1]. (The radii €, are taken to be one in [33,
Section 4.2], which is due to a previous rescaling of the coordinates.) For the purpose of the
formulae below let us cut the boundary neck S! x [0,1] into two pieces Ny := S! x [0,1/2] and
Ny := St x[1/2,1], and let Q, = (OM, \ D(e,)) U N,. In the construction of [33] each Q, comes
naturally equipped with a constant scalar curvature metric which coincides with the original one
on OM, \ D(e,). The relative conformal factors ¢, are defined on the ,’s with respect to these
metrics. We then have

m = m(V,0M)
2 R
= - lim/ DI (1, Vo) (RY; — =6%) do; . 4.39
22 Jy e ( (R n]) (4.39)

Whenever a mass aspect tensor is globally defined on the glued manifold, this last formula
coincides with

= - Z/ 1/;a Dppnn + 1 Z ,u“> Hhy, - (4.40)

It should be clear how this generalises to the boundary-gluing of several three-dimensional
manifolds.

4.5 Noncompact boundaries

When defining hyperbolic mass, it is usual to assume, and we did, that the conformal boundary
at infinity is compact. This is done for convenience: when the boundary manifold is compact,
to obtain convergence of the integrals defining mass it suffices to impose decay conditions of
the metric g to the asymptotic background b. If the boundary manifold were not compact, one
would need to impose further decay conditions in the non-compact directions at the boundary.
However, it is not clear what conditions are relevant for physically interesting fields.

Now, our “exotic gluings” construction in [13] creates an open neighbourhood, say €, of a
subset of the conformal boundary at infinity, such that the metric is conformal to the hyperbolic
one in &. One can then create non-trivial non-compact boundary manifolds by removing closed
sets, say X, from the boundary at infinity inside 9M N& and changing the asymptotic background

13



b to a new background b on M \ ¥. A simple non-trivial example is provided by taking OM
to be a two-dimensional torus, ¥ to be a finite collection of points p; € OM (e.g., one point),
and replacing the original background with a flat conformal metric hy on M by a complete
hyperbolic metric with cusps at the (removed) points p;. Then, instead of measuring the mass of
M with respect to the original background with a toroidal boundary we can define a mass with
respect to the new background b, as in (4.28)-(4.29).

Since the removed set ¥ is contained in the set &, where the metric is conformal to the
hyperbolic metric, the convergence of the new mass integrals readily follows from the conver-
gence of the original mass: the support of the boundary integrals near infinity is included in a
neighborhood of the compact set M \ &. The arguments presented in Section 4.4 readily lead
to the following formula for the new mass:

m(V,0M\ ) = — lim DIi(ypV)(R'; — 55;’.) do;; (4.41)
=20 Nz x (001\5) n

recall that 1 is the conformal factor which relates the original metric hy to the new one as
hy = ¥ ~2hy,.

5 Higher genus solutions with negative mass

5.1 Genus two
In this section we wish to show that:

PROPOSITION 5.1 There exist conformally compactifiable three-dimensional ALH manifolds (M, g)
without boundary, with genus-two topology at infinity, and with negative mass.

REMARK 5.2 In order to obtain the above conclusion we glue together two Horowitz-Myers
instantons. However, all the action happens near the conformal infinity, with the geometry away
from the conformal boundary being irrelevant. We show in fact that the gluing-together, as
carried-out in the proof below, of two copies of an ALH manifold with toroidal infinity and mass
aspect function which does not change sign results in an ALH manifold with higher-genus infinity
and with total mass which has the same sign as the original one.

PROOF: The manifold (M, g) will be obtained by a boundary-gluing of two copies of a Horowitz-
Myers instanton. More precisely, in the construction described in Section 2 we take (M,, g4 ),
a = 1,2, to be two copies of a Horowitz-Myers instanton in which the hyperbolic metric has been
glued in an e-neighborhood of a boundary point p. We use the coordinates of (4.20) with polar
coordinates for the boundary metric

ho = dp* + p*de?

on OM;, with p located at the origin of these coordinates. Such coordinates can always be
defined, covering a disc D(pg) for some py > 0. Without loss of generality we can rescale the
metric hg on OM if necessary so that the coordinates are defined on the unit disc D(1). (This
might rescale the total mass by a positive factor; one can always scale back at the end of the
construction.)

The metric g is thus a Horowitz-Myers metric outside the half-ball %, 2. of coordinate radius
2e, and is exactly hyperbolic inside the half-ball %4 . of coordinate radius €; see Figure 5.1. For
reasons that will become clear in the proof we need to consider a sequence of boundary gluings
indexed by a parameter i — oco. For ¢ > 8/e we choose the hyperbolic hyperplane by ; = by

14



_—

©

oM,

Figure 5.1: The sets %, C % ,2c and their boundaries.

of Section 2 to be a half-sphere of radius 1/i. The manifold (Ma, g2) of Section 2 is taken to
be an identical copy of (Mj,g1). We choose any pair (Aj,As) as in Section 2 to obtain the
boundary-glued manifold M := Mx, a,.

By construction the boundary 0M of the new manifold is a doubling of

Mi = 8M1 \%171/1‘

across its boundary OM;. We will often view both MZ and its double as subsets of OM.

Consider the conformal class of metrics on M induced by g. This conformal class depends
upon 4 but is independent of €, keeping in mind that e > 8/i. In this class there exists a
unique metric h_; with constant scalar curvature equal to minus two which can be constructed
as follows: Let h be any representative of the conformal class of metrics on dM; induced by g
which is

1. invariant under reflection across 8]\%, so that the coordinate circle
of coordinate radius 1/i is a totally geodesic boundary for (M;, h), and which is

2. invariant under rotations near S /i

While any metric h asin 1. and 2. is adequate, a useful example is provided by the metric
which on 9M; equals x?hg, where y > 1/2 is any smooth function on dM; \ {p} which equals to
1/p on D(1) \ {0}, where p is the coordinate radius in the local coordinates on 9M;. This can
be accompanied by the introduction of a new coordinate

. log(p)
= 1 5.1
P log (%) T (5.1)
so that the flat metric
ho = dp* + p?dp?, p€l/i,1]
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becomes )

d N g A
ho= (L +d) = o ()i +d) . e 0.1, 52)

thus h = log?(i)dp® + dp? on [1,i] x S*.

In this coordinate system the reflection across OM; is the map (B, ) = (—=p, ), after ex-
tending the range of p from [0,1] to [—1,1].

Given a function f defined on D(1)\ D(1/4) in the original coordinates (p,¢), the mirror-
symmetric doubling of f is defined as the function

_ 1S 50y = { fEE000,0) 5> 0;
[ 17 1] x5 3 (p7 410) = f(p7 (P) - { f(elog(i)(—ﬁ—1)7(p) ﬁ < 0. (53)

The mirror-symmetric doubling of a tensor field is obtained by transforming the tensor field to
the coordinates (p,¢) and mirror-doubling all its coordinate-components. For example, after
doubling of M;, the tensor field i = log?(i)dp? + d? just defined above on [0,1] x S! maintains
the same form log?(i)dp? + de?® on [—1,1] x S! after doubling.

Another example, which plays an important role in our proof below, is provided by the
daunting-looking metric (cf., e.g., [36])

- 2
—— (dp? +p*dp®),  pe(1/i®1), (5.4)
log(i2) s1n(7rk)1(;‘%i§))p)

ew*’iho = (

which has constant negative scalar curvature equal to —2. The conformal factor e~ tends to
infinity at p = 1/i% and at p = 1. In the coordinates (p, p) the metric (5.4) reads

o= (Ganteprmy) WP+ et e LD, >

which is manifestly mirror-invariant. Note that the circle p = 0 is a closed geodesic minimising
length, of length 72/ log(4).
Let u; : OM — RT be the unique solution of the two-dimensional Yamabe equation

Aju; = —Re" + R, (5.6)

with R = —2, and where R is the scalar curvature of the metric iL, so that the metric e“ih has
scalar curvature R. It is important in what follows that the function u; is independent of e.
(As uniqueness is likewise important in our analysis, let us provide an argument: let 4; and
@i; be two solutions, rename the metric e%h to h, then from @; one obtains a solution of (5.6)
with R = R = —2. Multiplying the resulting equation by w; and integrating over M one obtains

/|dui|2 = 2/(1 —e" ;. (5.7)

Since the integrand of the right-hand side is negative except at u; = 0, we find u; = 0, hence
Uniqueness implies that u; is invariant under reflection across OM;. Hence u; has vanishing
normal derivative on Sy ;.

As h is conformal to ho on Mi, there exists a function @ so that we have

h=e"hg
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on Mi. Then the metric
e“”‘ﬁho

defined on M;, has scalar curvature equal to minus two. The mirror-symmetric doubling of h
across Sy /; coincides with the metric h_; on OM;.
Now, by construction, 4 is rotation-invariant near Sy ,;. The fact that S, /; is totally geodesic

is equivalent to the vanishing of the radial derivative of e%/2p on S; /it
0=0,(e"?p)ls,;; = Bpils,,, = ~2i. (5-8)

From what has been said we have

Opuils,,, = 0. (5.9)
Since hg is flat, we conclude that the function

w; =u; + U

satisfies on M; the equation

Apowi = 2e* (5.10)

with Neumann boundary data at the coordinate circle Sy /; of radius 1/i centered at the origin:
Opwils, ,, = —2i. (5.11)

Now, while the function w; depends only upon 4, the metric on M depends upon both e and
i. This has the unfortunate consequence that the sign of the mass of M is not clear. In what
follows we will determine this sign for ¢ large and e small. For this we need to understand what
happens with the mass integrand (4.37) when ¢ tends to infinity and e tends to zero. The idea
of the argument is to show that the sequence of functions w;, or at least a subsequence thereof,
converges to a limit, with sufficient control of the limit to guarantee control of the mass. The
needed convergence result is perhaps contained in [43], but it is not completely apparent to us
that this is the case, so we provide a direct argument, different from the one in [43].

The maximum principle shows that w; has no interior maximum on the compact manifold
with boundary OM; \ D(a) for a € [1/i,1], where D(a) denotes an open coordinate disc of radius
a lying on the boundary OM; and centered at p.

Integrating (5.10) over M; and using (5.11) one finds

/A e“idup, = 2w (5.12)

i

which is essentially the same as the Gauss-Bonnet theorem.
We continue the proof of Proposition 5.1 with the (well known, cf. e.g. [30]) observation, that
solutions of the equation
Aw = 2e” (5.13)

satisfy a comparison principle, which we formulate in the simplest form sufficient for our purposes:
If both w and & satisfy (5.13) in a bounded domain 2 with boundary, and if @ > w near the
boundary, then @ > w on 2. This comparison is particularly useful for functions & which tend
to infinity when 9 is approached. Indeed, if w is continuous on the closure Q of €, the function
w — @ is then negative near 0f), and satisfies the equation

Ap,(w— @) = 2% — 2e°. (5.14)
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If w > @ somewhere, then w — & would have a positive maximum at some point g € €2 away from
the boundary. Since the function x — 2e? is increasing, the right-hand side of (5.14) would be
positive at g. But the left-hand side is nonpositive at a maximum, a contradiction. We rephrase
this loosely as

w>wond) = @w>wonfl (5.15)

For 0 < a < blet
I'(a,b) := D(b) \ D(a).

The comparison principle allows us to prove:
LEMMA 5.3 On I'(1/i,1) it holds that

2
eVt < e¥rii= i

N (log(iQ) sin(wlég%ig) )p

(5.16)

REMARK 5.4 On the circle p = 1/i we have
i

B 41og? (i)’

2
We i

(&

which is unbounded in 4, but the hyperbolic length ¢; of S /; equals

2

1 1
v Jpelo,2n] = v Jpelo,2n] =1/ log i

so that ¢; approaches zero as i tends to infinity.

PROOF OF LEMMA 5.3: The metric (compare (5.4))

( 1<>g|fc“\))2|cl«2|2

e Vihg = cse(m
(TTogdl " og i) 217

(5.17)
has constant negative scalar curvature equal to —2. Furthermore, the circle S} /; is minimal when
t =i .

ap(peT")|p=1/i =0. (518)

The conformal factor e**i tends to infinity at p = 1/i2 and at p = 1.

The change of the complex variable z — w = —1/(i%2), where z is the complex conjugate
of z, reproduces the metric on w € I'(1/i%,1) and exchanges the regions on both sides of the
geodesic |z| = |w| = 1/i.> Our doubled metric on M is likewise symmetric relatively to this
geodesic. The conformal factor e“i, extended to p € (1/i2,1/i) using the map just described,
provides a smooth solution of the Yamabe equation (5.13) on I'(1/i%,1) (compare the discussion
around (5.3)). It takes finite values both at p = 1/i? and at p = 1. The result follows from the
comparison principle. O

COROLLARY 5.5 For any p1 € (0,1), there exists a constant ¢ = é(p1) such that
w; S &

on M; \ D(p1), independently of i.

IThe alternative map z + w = 1/(i°z), preferable from the point of view of complex geometry, could also be
used, but z — w = —1/(i%2) fits better with (5.3).
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PROOF: In view of
1
p3log®(p1)’

™

2
eVi < eWri = ( ) — i too (5.19)
)p1

log py
2‘2

log(i2) sin(ﬁlog(

)
the w;’s are bounded by a constant é(p1) independently of i on S(p1) for p1 € (0,1]. The result
follows now from the maximum principle. a

The corollary gives an estimation of the conformal factors from above. In order to prove
convergence of the sequence w;, away from the puncture, we also need to bound the sequence
of conformal factors away from zero. The next lemma provides a first step towards this. At its
heart lies the inequality (5.22), which shows that the area does not concentrate near the minimal
geodesic Sy ;.

LEMMA 5.6 For all € sufficiently small and all i sufficiently large we have the bounds

T
inf w; —log2) <lo
81\;I7¢\D(s/2)( 52) 8 |OM; \ D(¢/2)

<  sup w, (5.20)
lho ™ axr\D(e/2)

and note that the middle term is independent of i.

PrROOF: We have

272 cot (wlog(p)) b

. log(i?)
et dpny = — : : 5.21
/I"(a,b) ’ log (72) . (5.21)
and note that
/ p 272 cot (%&i@) o 52
eUJ*,i //Lh — - _) S 5
r(1/ie/2) ’ log (i2) 7% log(2/e)
Equation (5.12) gives
2 = /A ewidlj'ho = / ) ewiduho +/ ewid/’(‘ho . (523)
M; OM;\D(s/2) I(1/i,e/2)
The estimate (5.16) shows that
272 cot (’”L(z/e))
/ e“tdpn, < / e idpp, = Eg(ﬂ) . (5.24)
I'(1/4,e/2) T'(1/4,6/2) log (i2)

Equation (5.22) makes it clear that there exists €g such that for all 2/i < € < gq the last term in
(5.23) is in (0, 7), which implies

T < / e“idpp, < 2m. (5.25)
OM;\D(e/2)
The conclusion readily follows using
/ A et @idy,, < / A e“idpup, < / A e P Yidpy, . (5.26)
AN \D(e/2) AN \D(/2) AN \D(e/2)
O

We continue with:

19



LEMMA 5.7 There exists a smooth function
Weo : OM1 \ {p} = R

such that a subsequence of {w;, } jen converges uniformly, together with any number of derivatives,
to weo om every compact subset of OMy \ {p}.

PROOF: Let K be any compact subset of OM; \ {p}, there exists px > 0 such that K C
OM1\ D(pk). Tt thus suffices to prove the result with K = OM; \ D(pk ), which will be assumed
from now on.

Let K1 = OM; \ D(pk/2). Taking € = pg in Lemma 5.6 ensures that (5.20) holds on K for
all ¢ > 41 for some i; < oo.

Let ¢ > i1, by Corollary 5.5 there exists a constant ¢1, independent of 4, such that

Vi = —Wj Z C1 (527)

on Kj. Define
’Di I:’Ui—Cl-f—]..

It holds that ¥; > 1 on K;. Moreover, ¥; satisfies the equation?
Apy; = ity (5.28)

where

—v;

0> = —9°

> —2e” . (5.29)

v;
By Harnack’s inequality there exists a constant C; = C1(K, K1) > 0 such that on K we have

sup¥; < Cqinf 9; . (5.30)
K Ky

This, together with the definition of v;, shows that

supv; < Cyinfo; +dy = Cy(—supw;) + dy (5.31)
K Ky K

for some constant d;. Equation (5.20) gives

™

—supw; < —1In =:cy, 5.32
w OAN DD, (532
From (5.31) we obtain
supv; < Crea+d; = infw; = —supwv; > —(Crea +dy). (5.33)
K K K

This, together with (5.27), shows that that for every compact subset K of OM; \ {p} there exists
a constant C'x such that R R
*CK §wi § CK. (5.34)

Elliptic estimates, together with a standard diagonalisation argument, show that there exists a
subsequence w;; which converges uniformly on every compact subset of 9M; \ {p} to a solution
Weo Of (5.10) on OM; \ {p}. Convergence of derivatives follows again from elliptic estimates. O

2We are grateful to Yanyan Li for providing the argument leading to (5.31).
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We continue the proof of Proposition 5.1. By [10] there exists @ > —2 such that for small p
we have
Weo = alogp+ O(1) = e ~ p* | (5.35)

or
Weo = —2log(—plog p) + O(1) = e“= ~ p~2log % p. (5.36)

(In fact, one can show that only (5.36) is relevant for our construction, but this is not needed
for what follows.)

Consider the mass m; . of M. By construction, M is the union of two copies of M \ 2,1,
identified along the boundary bh;;. Since the metric is exactly hyperbolic in % ., the mass
integrand vanishes in % . \ %,1/;- From (4.37) we have

, R
mi. = —2lim D7 (; V1) (RF; — =6F) doy,
=0 Jz}xomn n

, R
= —2lim DI (; Vi) (RF; — =6%) doy, 5.37
b oo - I 70 (40

where
by = e w2, (5.38)

We will need to estimate the derivatives of the functions ;. As a step towards this, for
y € D(4)\ D(1/2) we set

, [ wiley) — alog(ely|), under (5.35);
fiely) = { w;i(ey) + 2log(—ely|log(ely])), under (5.36). (5.39)

Each of the functions f; . satisfies on D(4) \ D(1/2) the equation

2e2ta|y|vefic under (5.35);
J— 2 fie 2 .
Ao fie 5 ¢ 5~ T 5, under (5.36). (5.40)
ly[?(log(elyl))? |yl (log(elyl))

For every e there exists ig(e) such that the functions f; . are bounded uniformly in € and ¢ for
i > 4p. This leads to an estimate on the derivatives of f; . on D(2) \ D(1) (see [25, Section 3.4]):

for some constant C' independent of € and of ¢ provided that i > ig(e).
In view of (5.37)-(5.38), we will need estimates for e *i/2. From (5.41) one obtains on
D(2¢) \ D(e), for i > ig(e),

|0ae™w/?| < Cetemwi/? 94056 /?| < Ce2ewi/? (5.42)
for some possibly different constant C' which is independent of € and ¢ when ¢ > i(e).
Directly from [10], or replacing v; by v in the argument just given, one finds
|40 9=/2| < Cp~lemw=/2  |940pe w=/?| < Cp2ew=/2, (5.43)

for possibly yet another constant C.
Near OM; \ % 2 in M the metric g is the Horowitz-Myers metric (4.20) with n = 3. Using
the fact that the Ricci tensor of g is block-diagonal (cf. (B.60), Appendix B.2 below), so that
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the D%1); terms in the integrand give no contribution on the level sets of z, together with (4.21)
with n = 3 we obtain

Mmie = _2mc / dh‘dﬂho
OM;\D(2¢)

. R
—2 lim DI (V1) (RY; — =6%) doy, . (5.44)
70 J (2} x (DEND(/)) o

=:(x)

Since m. > 0 the first line is strictly negative, and we claim that the second line can be made
arbitrarily small by choosing ¢ sufficiently large and e sufficiently small. For this we apply the
divergence theorem on the set

Q. == {0 < z < ¢/100} x (D(26) \ D(¢/2)).

Letting
R .
X = (RN — 00 DY (iVA) (5.45)

where 1; has been extended away from 0M; by requiring 9,1; = 0, we have

/ DXk = (x) 4 / XFdoy, + / Xk doy, + / Xkdoy . (5.46)
Q. Q.N{z=¢/100} [0,€/100] x Sa. [0,e/100]x S, /2

=:a =:b =:c

On [0,€/100] x S/o the metric is exactly hyperbolic, thus ¢ = 0.

On [0, €/100] x So, the metric is exactly Horowitz-Myers, and (4.18) together with (4.21) show
that b = 0.

From the construction in [13] (see also [14, Remark 3.1]) for any s € [3/2,2) we have the
following estimates in 2. (recall that D is the covariant derivative of g and r = 1/x)

lg — blp + | Dbly + | D?bly, = O(r~3) + o(e375r7%). (5.47)

Let V = 4;r = ¢;Vi. Then dV = ;dr + r0atp;dz? so that |dV], = /T2 + |dwi|io. We thus

have
R

AV ]y < v + |d¥ilny, R — géj-\b =0(r=3) +o(e*5r™ ), (5.48)
so that at r = 100/¢ we find
a [ (O + O(E) bl iy - (5.9
D(20)\D(e/2)

Let us turn our attention to the integral over .. A calculation shows that
DDV = Vb + rd.05¢; dedz®

(recall that D is the covariant derivative of the metric b = dr?/r2 + r2hg), so that

VG PGP 040ci0p0pti _ [0°iln,

|DDV — Vb, =
T r
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Thus, with the error terms for tensors in b-norm unless explicitly indicated otherwise,

DiD;V = DyD;V + (O(r~3) + o(e3~°r~%)) DV
= Vg + 0(10%¢ilner™") + (O(r?) + o(e*~*r ")) DV
= V(grs +O(r=?) + (1)) + O(|0°¢i|nor ")
+(O(r™?) + 0o(e3°r™*)) (ir + |d¥i|n, )
= Var; + O0(0*¢ilne)r " + ¢ (O(r™2) + o(**r' %))
+diln, (O(r~?) + 0(e*~°r™*)) . (5.50)

Next, the curvature scalar R is constant, which implies that D; R*; = 0 by the (twice contracted)
second Bianchi identity. We thus find

R _
DXk = (Rkj—gaf) D, D’V
N———
O(r—3)4o(e3—sr—s)

= (O™ 4+ 0o(e¥ 5 7)) (O(r™2) 4 o(35r=5T1) )y
HOE?) +o(27*r™))(O(r%) + o(€>7*r %)) |dti 1,
+(O( 4+ 0(63757’7871)) 0% | hg

= (0% + 0¥ 72) + o[22
—l—(O( 6)_|_ (63 8, —8— 3)—|—O( 6— QST—QS))‘de‘hO
HO™) + o r™>71)) 0% 1, - (5.51)
leading to
/ Dyx* = / (O(4)s + O dtilng + O(2)|6™bilna) iy - (5.52)
D(2¢)\D(e/2)

Collecting terms in (5.46) leads to the following form of (5.44)

mie = _ch / 1/Jidﬂh0
OM1\D(2¢)

+/ (O(1); + O(€)|dvi |y + O(€*)|0%s|ny ) dpin, - (5.53)
D(2e)\D(¢/2)

Let 7 > 0 and ¢o = e “~/2. By (5.35)-(5.36) and (5.43) we can choose ¢ small enough so
that

/ (O(1) b + O(O) [dinc g + ()]0 oo )ding < 1/2. (5.54)
D(2¢)\D(¢/2)

The function ¥; tends uniformly on D(2¢) \ D(e/2) to 1 when i tends to infinity. This, together
with (5.42), shows that we can choose i large enough so that

/ Clm—
D(2e)\D(e/2)
O(d(troe = ¥)lho + OO (Vow = ¥i)lno ) dting < 1/2. (5.55)
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Figure 5.2: A punctured torus with a hyperbolic metric; the figure is misleading in that the cusp
region is actually infinitely long.

This shows that the integral over the annulus D(2¢) \ D(e/2) tends to zero as e tends to zero
and ¢ tends to infinity. Since the first integral in (5.44) tends to

—om, / Woodiin, <0 (5.56)
OM1\D(2€)

when 7 tends to infinity, we conclude that m; . is indeed negative when e is chosen small enough
and ¢ is chosen large enough. This finishes the proof or Proposition 5.1. O

It is of interest to enquire about the shape of the glued boundary-manifold. With some
work one can show that, as i tends to infinity, the metric on the conformal boundary converges
(uniformly on compact sets away from the puncture) to the cusp metric on each of the two
copies of the punctured torus (cf. Figure 5.2), with asymptotic behaviour near the puncture
approximated by

————(d2® + dy?) = ——5—(dp* + p*dp?). (5.57)
p?log?(p) p*log?(p)
This seems to follow from [43], and we note that a proof using our methods can be obtained in
any case using the results in [26, 28]. Since

1
dp = log(—1
/plogp p = log(—logp) —,-0 00,

the connecting necks become longer and longer, with a circumference ~ 27 /|log p| = 27/ logi
tending to zero when ¢ — oo, see Figure 5.3. In fact one can show that under the double limit
when ¢ tends to infinity first, and then e tends to zero, the mass of M approaches (compare (4.41))

— 2m, lim Di(e™=/2V)(R, i

— =6 doy, (5.58)
=0 Jroyx (9M1) n -’

when two general AH metrics with a toroidal conformal infinity are glued; this reduces to

—2m, / e 2duy, (5.59)
8M1

Figure 5.3: Two punctured tori, connected by a thin neck. In the limit i — oo the necks become
longer and longer and their circumference shrinks to zero.
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Figure 5.4: The gluing is done at the discs, whose boundaries become closed geodesics on the
boundary, indicated in red in the figure. The construction is symmetric under the reflection
across the horizontal plane passing through the center of the figure.

in the HM case.

In the case of the square torus with area equal one, discussed in Appendix A, we have the
bound (cf. (A.2))
I(1/4)?
iz 0.59, (5.60)
which leads to a rough lower estimate of the mass m of the HM glued manifold, for small ¢ and
large i,

e—woo/2

IN

—1.18me <m < 0. (5.61)

An upper bound can be obtained by numerically integrating the inverse of the right-hand side
of (A.1), leading to
—1.18me <m < —0.67mc. (5.62)

(The integral of the inverse of the left-hand side of (A.1) gives a worse lower bound ~ —4.02m,.)

5.2 Higher genus

It should be clear that one can iterate the construction of the last section to obtain three dimen-
sional conformally compact ALH manifolds without boundary, with constant scalar curvature,
negative mass, and a conformal infinity of arbitrary genus. One possible way of doing this pro-
ceeds as follows: Let (M1, ¢1) be a three dimensional ALH metric with constant scalar curvature
and toroidal boundary at infinity; e.g., but not necessarily, a Horowitz-Myers instanton. Let
N € N and let {p;}}¥, be a collection of points lying on the conformal boundary OM; of M;.
Let %; be any pairwise-disjoint family of coordinate half-balls of coordinate radius ¢; centered
at the points p;. Let (Mas, g2) be an identical copy of (M, ¢1). The manifold (M, g) is taken to
be a boundary-gluing of (M, g1) with (Ma, g2), where each %; C M is glued with its partner
in M5 in a symmetric way; Figure 5.4 illustrates what happens at the conformal boundary at
infinity. Solving the Yamabe equation on dM, for j € N one obtains a function w; on
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OM; == oM, \ (UL, o)
such that the constant-Gauss-curvature representative of the conformal metric on M equals
e“i ho

on &M;, with w; satisfying the Neumann boundary condition (5.11) on each of the coordinate
circles S(p;)1/; centred at p;:

Qpwils,,;, = =27 - (5.63)

This leads to the integral identity
/A e“Idpup, = 4N7, (5.64)
The analysis of Section 5.1 applies near each of the punctures p;. Letting m(ey, -+ ,€n, j) denote

the mass of (M, g) we conclude that if we started with a Horowitz-Myers metric we will have
m(er, - ,en,j) <0 (5.65)

for all j larger than jg, for some jo that depends upon maxe;.
From (5.64) we find

OM|,_, =2 [ e“dup, = 4N~ (5.66)
~ 0
Mv

Equivalently, since the scalar curvature R;,_, of the metric h_; equals —2 we have

drx(OM) = / Ry_,dup_1=—4 / e“dpup, = —8N, (5.67)
oM M,
which shows that x(OM) = —2N, and thus M has genus N + 1.

A variation of the above is the following: Let ¢ : OM; — OM; be an isometry of (M, hg)
such that 1) o1 is the identity map. Let N be even, say N = 2N7Aand suppose that the collection
{pi}X, of N distinct points on OM; takes the form {g;,1(g;)}}~.,. We can then pairwise glue,
as above, neighborhoods of the points ¢; with neighborhoods of their i-symmetric partners
¥(g;). Thus dM is obtained by adding to dM; a family of N necks connecting the points ¢; and
¥(q;); see Figure 5.5. If we choose ¢ and the necks in a way compatible with the constructions
described in Section 5.1, one obtains a family of ALH manifolds with constant scalar curvature,
with conformal infinity of genus N + 1, with masses m(er,- - ,€y,J) which are negative for j
large enough.

6 A lower bound on mass?

It has been conjectured [32, 44] that the Horowitz-Myers instantons have the lowest mass within
the class of ALH manifolds without boundary and with the same conformal metric at their
toroidal infinity. If the Horowitz-Myers conjecture is wrong, then our construction would provide
higher-genus constant-scalar-curvature metrics which have arbitrarily negative mass at fixed
conformal class at infinity.

As such, one can envision a construction which cuts a metric with conformal infinity of higher
genus into pieces, producing a finite-number of ALH metrics with toroidal infinity which would
assemble together to the original one by a boundary-gluing in the spirit of this work. The
validity of the Horowitz-Myers conjecture would then provide a lower bound for the mass of each
summand. It is thus tempting to formulate the following conjecture
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Figure 5.5: The symmetry v is a reflection across the vertical plane passing through the center
of the figure. The gluing is done at the discs, whose boundaries become closed geodesics on
the boundary, indicated in red in the figure. The construction is symmetric under the reflection
across the horizontal plane passing through the center of the figure.

CONJECTURE 6.1 Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional conformally compact ALH manifold, without
boundary with well defined mass m and with scalar curvature satisfying R > —n(n —1). There
exists a constant mg, which depends only upon the conformal class of the metric at infinity and
which is negative if this conformal class is not that of the round sphere, such that

m>mg. (6.1)

It is also tempting to conjecture existence of unique static metrics as above which saturate
the inequality if mq is optimal.

A A punctured torus

Recall that the model for the cusp (at t = —co or p =0) is :

dt* + ' dp® = ——5—(dp® + p*dp?),
p?log”(p)
with et = —log(p). Here the Gauss curvature is —1, thus the Ricci scalar equals —2.

The simplest hyperbolic one-punctured torus, also called “the hyperbolic torus with one
cusp”, is (R?\Z?)/Z? with a hyperbolic metric. Let us use the notation of [39] (keeping in mind
a different scaling of the hyperbolic metric there) in order to compare the hyperbolic metric and
the flat metric on this torus. For a domain D in C, the complete hyperbolic metric on D with
Gauss curvature equal to —1, as obtained using the Riemann mapping theorem applied to the
universal covering space, is denoted by 4p% (z)|dz|?. If D C D’ then by the comparison principle
(5.15), also known as the Nevanlinna principle, we have pp > pp. Let us set

Do = C\{0,1,00} , D* = B(0,1)\{0}, Z[i]={m+in,mneZ}=2>, D=C\Z[.
Because D* C D C Dy, by the Hempel inequality [28] (see, e.g., [39], inequality (1.2)) we have

1 1
ElTog(=N] 1 Gy < 2Ppo(2) < 205(2) < 200-(2) = sy

(A.1)
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where O = I'(1/4)* /472 ~ 4.37688.

Let p : C — Ty = C/Z][i] be the canonical projection and denote by [2] = p(z) the equivalence
class of z. Let D = Tp\{[0]}, then D is proper subdomain of Ty and p~'(D) = D. On D,
pp([2]) = pp(z) is well defined. This defines the “hyperbolic density” px, on X, = D/Z][i],
which is the simplest one-punctured hyperbolic torus.

Because of the symmetries of D, the inequalities (A.1) on {x + iy, =,y € [-1/2,1/2]}\{0}
provide an estimate of px, throughout Xj.

It follows from (A.1) that near the origin we have

1 1
25 = st (O ot
P alllog(Jz2))] | Tog(2])]
Note also that by [39] the minimum of px, is attained at 4* and is given by his formula
(1.3):
47‘1’3/2
inf 2 = ——— ~1.695. A2
mr 2px, F(1/4)2 6 ( )

B Static KIDs

In this appendix we find all static potentials (KIDs) for the Birmingham-Kottler metric and
the Horowitz-Myers metric in (n 4 1)-dimensions. We start by computing the KIDs for the
Birmingham-Kottler metric (B.1). We find that for m. # 0 and n # 2 the solution to the
KID equations is given by (B.45). Otherwise, the solution to the KID equations takes the form
(B.27). For me = 0 and n # 2 8 is of the form (B.36) or (B.37) and Q is a solution to the
differential equations (B.38). In the case n = 2 § is of the form (B.47) or (B.48) and ) takes
the form (B.50) . Next, we consider the Horowitz-Myers metric (B.51), which for m, = 0 is of
Birmingham-Kottler type. For m. # 0 we have that the solution to the KID equation is given
by (B.76).

B.1 Birmingham-Kottler

The Birmingham-Kottler metric in (n + 1)-dimensions, n > 2, which we denote by g, reads

1
f(r)

where ;LAB = fDLAB(xC) where A, B =1,...n — 1, and with

§=—f(r)dt® + ——dr® + r*hpdz?da® (B.1)

2me

f(r):r2+k‘_,rn,2

(B.2)

and

R(h) =k(n—1)(n—2). (B.3)

For n = 2, R(h) vanishes and thus we set k = 0 without loss of generality. This then yields that
f(r)=r?—2m, (B.4)
for n = 2. The metric (B.1) fulfills the Einstein equations with negative cosmological constant

n(n —1) '
2

A=-— (B.5)
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Using this normalisation of A, the Einstein equations read
Rap(9) = —ngap,  R(§) = —n(n+1), (B.6)

where a,b run from 1,...,n + 1. To compute the KIDs we need the Ricci scalar and the Ricci
tensor of the spatial part of g, which we denote as g in what follows. These can be obtained
from the Gauss-Codazzi equation [41]

Raped(9) = Rhpq(§) — KacKyd + KpeKaa - (B.7)
where K, is the extrinsic curvature of the level sets of ¢ (zero in our case)
Kup = gacbcﬁb ) (B8)

with 7, being the normal one-form with the normalization chosen such that n®n, = —1. The
superscript “|” means that the respective tensor is projected to the submanifold, e.g. Rlbcd (9) =
90967 9:99a" Refgn(3). Contracting with g2 we obtain

- N ~c~d\l c
Rab(g) = R!Lb(g) + (Rcadb(g)n nd) - KKab + KacK b (Bg)
with [ , P- 518]
N\ ~c~d\l c
(Rcadb(g)n nd) = —LaKap + Ko K + D(aab) + aqap (BlO)

where a, = ﬁbDbﬁa, D, denotes the covariant derivative of the metric g and symmetrization is
defined with a factor 1/2 such that

Rap(9) = Riy(§) — LaKap + 2Kec K, — KKqp, + Dqap) + aaa . (B.11)
The normal one-form to t = const. surfaces reads
i =/fdt (B.12)

such that 7,7, = —1. Finally,
gab = GJab — NNy (B13)

yielding that in coordinates t,r, z“, the tensor field ¢ reads

0 0 0 0 0 0
gap= 10 1/f(r) O , g,=(0 1 0 (B.14)
0 0 r?hap 0 0 1ap
The only-nonvanishing Christoffel symbols (up to symmetries)
. 1 /5 - . .
[ = 59 ¢ (3agbd + OvGad — 3d9ab) (B.15)
are
- arf - arf - farf I 7
I, = =2l = . T"ap=—rh , B.1
t 2f s 2f tt B AB r ABf(”") ( 6)
- a0 l:cp . o o
I TA:T, I'Y A = §h <8AhBD+8BhAD*aDhAB) . (B17)
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As already mentioned, in our case all components of K, vanish, so that the expression of the
Ricci tensor of the constant ¢ submanifold (B.11) simplifies to

Ru(g) = Rlb(g) + Dgap) + agap - (B.18)
We have that a = a,dr with
L 1
a, =ntDii, = ﬁ&,f (B.19)
and
1 1 orf
rQy 4f2(87f) +2f8787fa AaQB 9 rhap ( O)

The only non-vanishing components of the Ricci tensor of the metric induced on the submanifolds
of constant ¢ are

B n 1 o 2 arf 7
R, = *? + ﬁ&né)rf, Rap = ( nr< 4+ 5 7"> hap (BQI)
and thus
R=R.g" + Rapg*? = —n(n - 1), (B.22)

where we have used the explicit form of f(r). Now we consider the KID equation
R
Al‘j = DIDJV -V Rij — mgij = DiDjV — V(Rij + ngij) =0 (B23)

where 4,5 € 1,...n — 1. We have that

1 v

App = 0,0,V + ﬁ&f&«‘/ — ﬁararf =0, (B.24)
64¢ 1
Apq = 0,04V — TBCV = 0,04V — ;8AV =0, (B.25)
C 2 Varf 5

Aap = 0408V —T% A0cV 4+ rhap [0,V — 5 rhag =0. (B.26)

Integrating the second equation in r we have that
‘ V(r,zt, ..., 2" ) = B(r) +rQ(zt, .2 Y, (B.27)

for some functions 8 and Q. Plugging (B.27) into A,, we find

nfl) (8T’f B Tara?"f) + anaTﬂ - 587’an + 2fararﬂ _
f !

Thus, the differential equation can only be fulfilled if either Q(z!, ...z is constant, which can
then without loss of generality be taken to be zero as any constant can be reabsorbed into a
redefinition of 3(r), or if

Qz!, ..

0. (B.28)

nfl)

Onf —10:0,f = 2me(n —2)nr'™" =0 (B.29)

which can only be fulfilled if m. =0 or n = 2.
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The remaining part of (B.28) reads

OrfO0,.8 — OO f +2f0,0.8=0. (B.30)
Changing the dependent variable g to
B(r) =/ f(r)Ba(r) (B.31)
we obtain the differential equation
30, fOrP2 +2f0,0,82 = 0. (B.32)
From this we obtain that )i i s
) =ié [ (13.33)

which yields that

B(r) = &/F ) — /T () / f(d) | (B.34)

B.1.1 m.=0,n#2

In the case m. = 0 the function f reduces to

fr)y=r*+k, (B.35)
and (B.34) readily integrates to
B(r) = _%T +a/r+k (B.36)
if £ # 0, and to
B(r) = % +ér (B.37)

if k = 0. The differential equations (B.26) reduce to

DADgQ = 04050 — TG 5000 = hap (¢ — kQ) . (B.38)

This is an overdetermined system of equations, and all triples (M, il, Q) satisfying (B.38), where
Q # 0 and (M, h) a complete Riemannian manifold, were classified in [10].
In the special case
hapdrAda® = dy? + do** + .. + do"—2° (B.39)

the constant & is zero and all Christoffel symbols of the boundary metric h vanish, so that (B.38)
becomes

8AGBQ = é(SAB . (B40)
We find
¢ )2 =2 I |6
- ¢ + é— B.41
V(r) cr+2r+r(cw+02>+r151019 e ( )

where ¢ and ¢y are constants.
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B.1.2 m¢.#0,n#2

n—l)

In the generic case m. # 0 the function Q(x!,...x = 0 and the function V reduces to

V(r,zt, .x" ) = B(r) = &/ f(r) — e/ f(r) / f(d;;% ) (B.42)

The final set of equations that needs to be solved is (B.26), which in this case reduces to

. Vo.f -
AABZThABfarV— 2f7’hAB=0. (B.43)
Contracting with hAB yields
rfo,V — V‘Z”tr =0 (B.44)
which implies that ¢ = 0 and thus
V(r,at, .., a" ) =&/ f(r). (B.45)

B.1.3 n=2
As already discussed, in the case n = 2 the function f(r) reduces to
flr)y=r*—2m,, (B.46)

which has the same functional form as (B.35) but with & in (B.35) now being replaced by —2m..
Again, (B.34) thus readily integrates to

cr

Br) = 5 — +&V/r? = 2me (B.47)
if m¢ # 0, and to K
B(r) = 5= +ér (B.48)

if m. = 0. The differential equations (B.26) reduce to just one differential equation as the
boundary metric is one-dimensional

DaADAQ = haa (&4 2mc) (B.49)

with A = 1. In a coordinate system z' = 1) in which iLH equals 1 the solutions are

§¢2+a7,/1+b, me = 0;
Q=1 aeV?me¥ 4 pemVIme¥ — L me > 0; (B.50)

asin(+/—2m.) + bcos(\/:chw) — o Me <0,

with constants a,b € R.
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B.2 Horowitz-Myers

We consider the Horowitz-Myers metrics, which take the form

ds? — %dﬂ £ dy? + 12 (—di? + (dY)? + (d6?)? + ... + (d6"2)?) (B.51)
T
with 5
Mme
flr)=r* =225, (B.52)
with n > 2. The spatial part of the metric reads
gijda’ds? = f(lr) dr? + f(r)dy? + 2 ((d01)? + (d6?)? + ... + (d60"%)?) . (B.53)
The indices 4,7 run from 1 to n.
The only non-vanishing Christoffel symbols (up to symmetries) for (B.53) are
- orf - forf - Oorf 1 1
FM:—2f » Dyy ===, Togr=—rf, Iy, = o r’ oir=—.  (Bbda)
Next we compute
DD,V (r,, 0%, ..0"2) = 0,0,V (r,1, 0, ..0" %) —T* 0LV (r,9,0",..0"72). (B.55)
We have that
1 10.f
DD,V = ararv + ﬁ&afarv, DTDwv = 3T5¢V - 5 f BwV, (B.56a)
1 1
D, DotV = 0,091V — ;agfv, DyDyV = 8w8¢,V + if&nfé)rv, (B.56D)
D¢D91 V= 8¢801V s DgiDysV = 0g10ysV +1rf0,.Véry, (B.56C)

where I, J run from from 1 to n — 2. The only non-vanishing components of the Riemann tensor
Riji' = 0;T i — Ol g + (T Dy — T 53T i) (B.57)

read (up to the ones obtained from antisymmetry in the first index pair)

Reor® = =200 Ryt =L Ry =0 R =T (B8
Rygry’ = —f‘g;f . Rypror¥ = ra;f : Rergrat® = —f with] #.J. (B.58b)
From this we obtain that the only non-vanishing components of the Ricci-tensor
Rij = Ri;* (B.59)
read
Rgigr = —(n—3)f —ro.f. (B.60b)
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This leads to the following formula for the Ricci scalar
R=-n(n-1). (B.60c)
The KID equations,

R
Aij = DiDjV — V <R” - ni

— 1gij> = DiDjV — V(R” + ngij) =0, (B60d)

thus become

B 1 0.0 f (n—2)0.f n\
Apr = 0,0,V + Qfarfarv 14 ( orf 5 f + 7= 0, (B.61a)
1o f
Ay = Ayyr = 0,04V — 37 0V =0, (B.61b)
Argl = Aglr = 8T891V - %8911/ = 0, (BG].C)
Apy = 050,V + %farfarv -V <—;f6r8rf - @@ T nf> —0, (B.61d)
Awgl = 3¢,391V = O7 (Bﬁle)
Agrgs = OprdgsV + 61 (rfaTV —V(=(n—3)f — 10, f + nr2)> ~0. (B.61f)
Solving (B.61e) and (B.61f) with I # J we obtain that
V(r,ab, 0, ...0"72) = a(r, ) + ai(r,0") + aa(r,0?) + ... + ap_o(r, 0™ 72). (B.62)
Plugging this into the equation (B.61c) we get that
ar(r,00) = Br(r) + ry(67) . (B.63)
Solving (B.61Db) yields that
a(r, ) = B(r) + / F(r)3(4). (B.64)
Setting B(r) = B(r) + S7—7 B1(r) we have
n—2
V(r,9,0",..0"%) = B(r) + VFr)AW) +r Y Ar(0h), (B.65)
I=1
with the last term omitted when n = 2. From (B.61f) we obtain (by pairwise substraction)
Opr0g1 V = 09s 09 V (B.66)
for any I, J which is equivalent to
Ar0ry1(0") = 0,07(07). (B.67)

From this we obtain that (the #/-independent integration constant can be absorbed into 3(r))

V(r,ab, 0, ...0"72) = B(r) + / F(r)3() + red + §|9|2 . (B.68)
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We turn now our attention to the equation

Apy = [(r)? App = 0= 040,V — [20,0,V

= VI (300) (001)7 — 200,0.1) ~ 4730.0,6 + 40,0,3) . (B.69)
from which we find
4) ((0rf)? = 2f0,0. f) + 40y 0y = Af 0,0, 3. (B.70)
For the function f(r) =r? — 2 we have that
((0r)? = 2f0,0, f) = dnmer® 2" (14 n)r™ = (=2 + n)me) . (B.71)

If m¢ = 0 the spatial parts of the TK and the HM metrics coincide, and this case has already
been solved in Section B.1.2.

In the case m. # 0 we see from (B.71) that 4(¢) has to be a constant. This constant is
irrelevant as it can be absorbed by a redefinition of B(r), which is why we set it to zero in the
following. Equation (B.70) then reduces to

2B =0. (B.72)

Hence, we have that §(r) = ré; + ¢ which yields
Ve, 0, ... 0""2) = &y + & + rerf + §\9|2 . (B.73)

Plugging this into the equation (B.6la), A,, = 0, together with the explicit form of f(r) we

obtain ( (2 yme)
"+ (=2+n)me)
A =— =0, B.74
r2(r™ — 2m,) =0 (B.74)

from which follows that é; = 0. The differential equation (B.61d) Ay, = 0 is then automatically
fulfilled. Plugging all of this into (B.61f) Agrgr = 0 we obtain

AQIQI =ré= O7 (B75)

from which follows that ¢ = 0. Hence, we have that

n—2

V(r,ap, 0 ..0" %) =ré +r Z (cr6) , (B.76)
I=1

with the last term omitted when n = 2.

C Transformation behaviour of the mass aspect tensor un-
der conformal transformations

Consider a metric of the following Fefferman-Graham form

g =27 %(da?® + hapda?da?), (C.1)
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where the coordinate functions hap depend upon both x and the local coordinates 24 on the

boundary {z = 0}. Here, the index A runs from 1,..n — 1. In the following we will consider
n > 3. Let us further write a Taylor expansion

hap = (1 — k2 /4)*hap(z9) + 2" pap (@) + o(z"), (C.2)
where k is a constant. Here, the scalar curvature of h AB is given by
R(h) = k(n—1)(n—2). (C.3)

Let ¢ = ¢(z°) be a function on the boundary, set

haBla=o = ¢°hap, (C.4)
thus (C.1) takes the form
g=a2"2(dz* + (¢ *hap + O(x))dz"dz") . (C.5)
We wish to rewrite this as ~
9=y *(dy* + hapdz*dz®) . (C.6)
with - - )
hap = (1—ky?/4)°6*(39)hap(2°) + y" hap(Z°) + o(y"), (C.7)
where k € {0,£1}.
R(¢*h) = k(n —1)(n—2). (C.8)

By matching powers in Taylor expansions, this is equivalent to finding a function y with a
Taylor expansion
y= oz (1+ ¢z + o + 3 + ) (C.9a)

and new boundary coordinates z4 with Taylor expansions
4 =2 + e + ¢ola? + pfa® + pilat. (C.9b)
In order to determine y as a function of the original coordinates, we note that
9" =g(dy,dy) =y* = l|d(logy);=1. (C.10)

This equation says that the integral curves of d(logy) are affinely parameterised geodesics. The
solutions can be found by shooting geodesics orthogonally, in the metric z2g, to the conformal
boundary, with suitable boundary conditions determined by the function ¢. Hence smooth
solutions always exist, which justifies the existence of the expansion (C.9a). Further, we see that
the equation for y can be solved independently of the equation for the z4’s. Next, the equation

0= g(dy,de) (C.11)
says that the coordinates 4 are constant along the integral curves of dy. So, when a smooth
function ¥ is known, one obtains smooth functions z4 by solving (C.11) along the integral curves
of dy, which again justifies the expansion (C.9b), and provides a prescription how to find the
expansion functions w,‘f.

We find that
D402

1 =0, P2 = vrean ¢3 =0, (C.12a)
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and
1924¢
2 ¢
where @ is the covariant derivative of the metric i and the indices A are raised with A48 . With
this it holds that

o =0, o3 = ¢5 =0, (C.12b)

g=1"2(d2* + (hap + O(2?))dz?dz®) = y~2(dy* + (hap + O(y)?)dz"dz") (C.13)
However, for general hap it is not possible to bring the y?dz4dz® term into the form (C.7) by
changing coordinates as (C.9) after the conformal transformation. Indeed, one finds that the
terms of order y° in the coordinate-transformed metric read

h 1 ;
~ k=57 + DT 10g 6 — (Zalog§)(Zplog d) + 5(77log ) (ZclogD)hap.  (C.14)

It follows that for (C.7) to hold true the following expression must vanish

2
_ . 1 .
O (Ré? 4 Khap — 09456 + A240)(T59) — £(9°6)(Ped)hap =0.  (C15)
The trace of (C.15) is equivalent to the transformation of the Ricci scalar under conformal
transformations (compare e.g. [41, Appendix D])
R=¢?(R—2(n— 2)24Dalogp — (n — 3)(n — 2)(2" log ¢)(Z.a log 9)) . (C.16)

where we have used the explicit expressions for the Ricci scalars (C.3) and (C.8).

C.1 Relation to coordinates in the main text

The coordinates z,z* in (C.1) are related to the coordinates in the main text r, x4, Section 4
as

rTr=— — —, (Cl?a)
2 1 kK 7
x R = iy A v + & +0(™" (C.17b)

Under this change of coordinates the line element

g=a72(da? + (1= ka?/4)*hap(aC) + " uap (@) + o(a") ) dz'da®) (C.18)
changes as
N dr? Q;L c —n C —-n dAdB C.19
9—T2+k+r(AB(x)+r wap(x®) + o(r )) v dx (C.19a)
(C.19Db)

Using the relations (C.17) we have that

A
A =gt - %%aﬂ + O(z*) (C.20)
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which, using

translates to

Lo, (C.21)

while the expansion in y
A
Y=oz (1 - %aﬁ + 0(x4)> (C.22)

leads to an expansion in 7

. 1/}7" (1 I (QA?ﬁ@A?/J + k¢2 B ]_C) + O(T_4)> ) (0_23)

4¢2T2

Using (C.16) we can also write

A A
F=1r (1 + (=27 Zalog ¥ 4_2((2 : f))rg; log 74 log ) + O(r4)> . (C.24)
C2 n=3
For n = 3, the boundary metric is two-dimensional. Thus we have the relation that
Rup = %EAB =khap,  Rap= §¢2EAB = k¢*hap . (C.25)
Reconsidering (C.15) and using the expression for the Ricci tensor (C.25) we get
Ruap = Rap — 29495 log ¢ + 294 log P log d — hapPC log P log . (C.26)

This coincides with the transformation behaviour of the Ricci tensor in two dimensions if and
only if

hag (@C@C log ¢ — 2 log 9P log ng) =2(D4%Pplogd — DalogpPplog d) . (C.27)

Using (C.15) the y?dz“dz? term can be brought into the correct form. For n = 3 we find that
the new mass aspect tensor fiap takes the form

fiAB = M?TB =uas, (C.28)

where 9 = ¢!, which is the variable sometimes used in the main text. From

;LAB,UAB :¢3BAB|z:0ﬂAB, vdetiL:¢5_2vdetl_1|z:07 z4 =5CA‘I:0 (0.29)

we conclude that
/ BAB 45V det b dotda? = / (6542 panvdeth) |,_, de'da?, (C.30)

as well as

/(BAB/ZAB\/M) |, dz'dz? =/¢‘1EABMAB\/@dm1da:2. (C.31)
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C3 n=4

We consider now the transformation formulae for the higher-order terms in the expansion of the
metric. These are irrelevant for the mass aspect tensor when n = 3 but become relevant in higher
dimensions. Because the powers of z in the expansion of y and z# jump by two, and so do the
powers in the expansion of the metric up to the mass-aspect level 2”2, when n > 4 the terms of
order z in the physical metric remain zero after the change of coordinates. The terms of order
z? change in a non-trivial way, which is relevant for the mass aspect function in space-dimension
n = 4, and which we determine now.

The explicit form of the coefficients ¢1, o, ¢3 and ¢3!, ¢4, #3' in (C.12) holds true for arbitrary
dimensions n > 3. However, to determine the transformation behaviour of the mass aspect in
n = 4 we need to determine further coefficients. We have that

(Pc62°$)*, (C.32)

k
o1 = —f¢@f‘¢+ 5 S PP69%6P0Tpat, 1=~ 1 P6Tp+ o ¢4

where x4 in the first equation (C.32) is treated as a scalar for every A. In dimension n = 4 the

coefficients ¢2' vanish
¢5 =0,  ¢5=0. (C.33)

This leads to
2 — 1 2 72,44 k 3 3.5 C 3
¢ pap = paB + 7hAB (k* — k*¢") — *¢-@ADB¢ - *k‘hAB@ ¢90¢+ *k@A¢93¢

5 909A¢9093¢ +-= 909(A¢93)¢90¢ hAB.@C¢9D90¢-@ ¢

4¢3
D10Ip07 dDcd +

4¢> ¢

D2 D02 9D — (2°6Pc¢)*has

ﬁ M 16¢4
1

- —R Yo" ¢. C.34

107 AcDBD D¢ (C.34)

This is best computed using coordinates in which the metric is diagonal, which can always

be done locally in dimension three [23]. Here and elsewhere, the symmetrization is defined as
Mapy = % (Map + Mpa). Contracting (C.34) with h*P we obtain

. 3 . k 3
S*faph*? —pit = E(if = K20") = 1094 Dad — SH( P 9Da0) — @(@Aéz%)(%%cp)
A B A B A
+ 4753@ D" 0D sIBd — ﬁ(@ Dad) (D" 0 Dpo) — 16¢>4 (270D 49)*
+ EQRAB@%@%. (C.35)
Using the transformation behaviour of the Ricci scalar (C.16),
R=¢? <R - %9’4%@ + ;@Ad@mﬁ) ; (C.36)
and the explicit expression of the Ricci scalars (C.3) and (C.8),
R = 6k, R = 6k, (C.37)

for n = 4 we find that
3kd? + (220D ad) — 2092 Dadh

];; =
3¢t ’

(C.38)
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which yields

(24D 4¢9)*

A
(90240 2" T50) + 15 %

Phaph™® —pf = — L (926T4¢)" -

4¢3

L (91 9B8)(@aD50) + @ww%%@m

(Rap — 2khap) 24025 . (C.39)

3¢4
4¢2

4¢2
Making the change of variable
¢ = exp(u) (C.40)
(so that u here corresponds to +w/2 in (4.26)), Equation (C.39) becomes

. 1 1
exp(2u)fiaph?? — pft = — E(@Au@Au)(@B@Bu) + ﬁ(@A@Au)(@B@Bu)
1 1
- Z(W@%)(%%u) + Z(@A@Bu)(A@Au@}gu)
+ i(RAB - QkilAB)@Au.@Bu. (C.41)

Using
Vdeth = ¢V det hly—g, % =240, (C.42)

and (C.41) we find that

/(,uABhAB\/det )|:,3 o dztdz*dz? —/e (p +C(z )\/det da'dz?da® (C.43)

with

1 1
Clz?) = 6(%@3@%)(@%) 5 (RAB - RhAB) 2uPBu. (C.44)
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